November 30, 1983 

Dear Harold, 

Thanks for all the stuff you’ve been sending me. It’s too bad the WBAI 
people didn't have more time for you, but I think you managed to get your 
point across clearly. 

I gather that you would like me to make this material available generally 
through EOC - that is, your letters to Texas Monthly and Schorr as well as to 
S&hioxaxH: Schlossman, and the comments on Davison. If this is not the case, 

please let me know. If time permits, I hope to get a quick issue of EOC out 
fe&fsK before the end of the year, mainly to list the anniversary coverage, 
and I’m sure quite a few people will want to see what you have written. 

Of course, I’m particularly interested in your statement that you have 
obtained the Navy records that confirm what you were told years ago, that 
Oswald and 4 others had top secret and crypto clearance because their work 
required it. 

XX If you could send me a copy of this document (either for distribution 
or just for my information, whichever you prefer), I would appxesxe appreciate it. 

I wonder how your document correlates with page 3 of CE 1961, which 
contains some peculiar language: there’s nothing higher than confidential in 

ZSHX LHO’s personnel file; XXX "It was, however , the practice of the Marine 
Corps, that on occasions where assignments, similar to Oswald’s , required a 
higher clearance than confidential in order to pxefxm perform specific, classified 
electronic duties, personnel with clearances commensurate with the duties to be 
performed were assigned thereto." (I see that you quoted some of this language.) 

As I noted when I frans found this back in 1968, the WC chose to make the 
innocent interpretation of the last sentence: if LHO had run into a job which 
required higher clearance, the task would have been transferred to someone else. 

But, especially because of the ’however’ (if you take it literally), perhaps the 
most logical interpretation is that 0 had assignments similar to ones which 
required secret clearance; if he was in fact doing secret work he presumably had 
secret clearance, although that isn’t indicated in his personnel file.' 1 *' 

I also noted that CE 1961 was in reply to the cover letter of CD 978 (Rankin to 
Folsom, 19 May 64), which specifically referred to Donovan’s testimony; clearly 
the reply was at best evasive. 

H I’ve given Peter Scott a copy of your pages on 0’s clearance. I think he 
knows some things about the Indonesia operation you referred to. Also, I think 
Larry Haapanen has special interests in that operation. 

Here are the items you requested: g #202 (Life), #208 (Schorr), and 13 pages 
on Alexis Davison (CIA 1281-1024, my 10/21/69 and 9/23/69; and 11/4/69; CD 337, p. 4; 
CD 87, SS 569, pp. 1-2; CD’s 235 and 409 (2 and 3 pp.)) 

I was opposite Davison (and SXXH Scheim) on CNN right after the HKXX WBAI 
panel, on the 22nd. She said (in reference to Army Intelligence, I think), that 
xx it’s all Kssi really quite clear, if yoifre not suspicious! 

I’ve just gotten the article in the LA Times of 11/20, which is pretty awful 
Sure enough, you are described as "a retired Maryland poultry farmer who has been 
one of the commission’s most persistent critics and author of ’Whitewash,’ one of the 
first books to attack the Commission's report/* But there are a couple of nice 
quotes from you: "The WC never really investigated the crime ... They went into this 

thing with a presumption of Oswald's guilt. The evidence proves beyond a question 
that the crime was beyond the capability### or capacity of h any one man." I'll 
send you a ciaapi: copy of the article when I get a chance. 

I haven't seen the Schorr Op-Ed piece you responded to. I'm a bit surprised 
that he's writing about the case again. 

I've sent kks your Jean Davison material on to Wrone, as requested. 

Don't ever tell anyone you got this from me, but the question wasn't if Lifton 
would get his book ssqiixx sequel done for the 20th anniversary, but whether he 
would get it done in the 20th century. Whoops - did I say that? No, must have 
been someone else. 

In great haste, 



